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KUCMORANDUM FOR: X^r*ctor of Cwatral Iot»IUg«ae« 

SUBJECT; Hein« v R»ua 
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1. This Tnttmorandum is far information. 
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2. No groarjptogTSse was mads In ths case of Hsine v Raus 
on Friday afternoon^ 13 Mgy 1966* Bafors the hearing we resolved 
our positloa with the Department of justice sad the Attorney General 
so that no otatemente were made or positions taken by Justice which 
impaired ear positloa in cpnrt. la fact* they contixitted generally 

to support the defense's peeltioii. 

3. Atost of the afternoon was spent by the Judge going over 
the'eaisting record* verifying the papers in it or calling for furthsr 
verification and then analysing the record to find out what further 
points aeedepd clarification or identification. There was a fair 
amount of argument by counsel on technical points on admissibility 
of documents or evidence* and the court held forth at some lexxgth 
on its analysis of the present status of the case. The main subject 
on which the Judge phUosophised was the problem involved in 
claitning a personal privilege for die defendant and then having 

the Government limit the informatioii which could be given about 
his employment relatlonshi]^. This* of course, is the crxia of 
the whole problem and om ^hich we have recognised from the 
start. The Judge concluded by Indicating points on which he wished- 
further docmnentation and/asked the defense counsel to tender 
certain papers and gave pla i n tif f's counsel until about 20 July 
on papers he tiiought they should prepare. After 20 July if 
counsel request fiirther oral argument on the law* the court 
will set a time in August. In all probability, therefore^ the opinion 
on the motion for summary judgment based on privilege will not 
be handed down until either late August or early September, 
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4. U there MytUa^ eigPiAcant ab««t Fri4af*e 
procee^tage It wM xay. that the Judge waa aat aa 

eouAdeat af hie peeitlea aap^^tiag the prlrUaga. aa4 It te 
more probahle tlwn It waa belare that «,e may get en adreree 
ruliag in hie court. U eo, «w weald fliea go to trial aad 
perhape thla would be the forteaaie outcoaM. Hoerever* 
at thla time we «a oaly wall ai^ eoe aad work with JtMee 
aad deteaae eouneel ea prep^ratteu el eertala pap are. 
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